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METHOD OF REMOTELY MANAGING A 
FIREWALL 

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED 
APPLICATIONS 

This application is a continuation of Us. patent applica 
tion Ser. No. 11/065,688 entitled “An Intelligent Firewall” 
that was ?led on Feb. 24, 2005 which is a continuation-in 
part of Us. patent application Ser. No. 10/056,629 entitled 
“An Undetectable Firewall” that was ?led J an. 24, 2002 now 
U.S. Pat. No. 7,100,201. 

BACKGROUND OF INVENTION 

1. Field of the Invention 
The invention relates generally to computer security. 

More particularly, this invention relates to a computer secu 
rity system that provides intelligent ?rewall protection. 

2. Background Art 
As society’s dependence on computers increases, the 

importance of security for computers and their networks also 
increases. Threats such as hackers can shut down or damage 
large computer networks and cost signi?cant amounts of 
money, resources, and time. Security measures to prevent 
such incidents are constantly evolving along with the nature 
and sophistication of the threat. 
One technique to protect a computer network from exter 

nal threats is by using a “?rewall”. A ?rewall is a combi 
nation of hardware and software that is placed between a 
network and its exterior. FIG. 1 shows a schematic of a prior 
art network 10 with a ?rewall. The network 10 includes a 
series of users 12a-12d that are linked and controlled 
through a server 14. The device could also be a router or a 
switch for the network. A ?rewall 16 is installed between the 
server 14 and the network exterior 20. The server 14, the 
?rewall 16, and the exterior 20 are interconnected through a 
single line 18. The single line 18 prevents outsiders from 
accessing the network except through the ?rewall 16. The 
?rewall receives all data from the network exterior before it 
is sent to the network users. The data may be e-mail, 
encrypted data, intemet queries, or any other type of net 
work traf?c. The ?rewall sorts and analyzes the data and 
determines whether it should have access to the network. If 
the data is authorized, the ?rewall forwards the data on to its 
destination. If the data is unauthorized, the ?rewall denies 
access to the network. 

Data is normally transmitted in multiple bundles of infor 
mation called “data packets” or “packets”. A message, query, 
etc. from the outside network is broken down into these 
packets in order to provide more ef?cient transmission of the 
data. Once all packets of data arrive at the destination, the 
packets are re-assembled. However, the packets contain 
more information than just the transmitted data. FIG. 2 
shows a diagram of a prior art data packet 30. The packet 30 
includes three segments: a header 32; a body 34; and a trailer 
36. The body 34 is the segment that contains the actual 
substance of the data. 
The header 32 and the trailer 36 both contain various 

?elds that are necessary for the administrative control of the 
packet 30. The header 32 segment includes: a ?ag 38a; an 
address ?eld 40; and a control ?eld 42. The trailer 36 
segment includes: a sequence check ?eld 44 and a ?ag 38b. 
The ?rst ?ag 38a signi?es the start of the packet 30. A 
second ?ag 38b signi?es the end of the packet 30. The 
sequence check ?eld 44 provides a check to ensure the data 
of the packet was properly received. The address ?eld 40 
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2 
includes the addresses of the source and the destination of 
the data. The control ?eld 42 contains various information 
related to the administration of the packet 30 including a 
“time-to-live” ?eld. The time-to-live ?eld is an internal 
countdown mechanism that ensures that undeliverable or 
lost packets are deleted. The time-to-live ?eld is given a 
certain value when the packet is ?rst transmitted. As the 
packet passes through various servers, routers, switches, 
bridges, gateways, etc. that makes up a network, the time 
to-live ?eld is decremented once by each device it passes 
through. Once the time-to-live ?eld reaches zero, the packet 
is deleted. This mechanism prevents a lost or undeliverable 
packet from circulating on the network in an endless loop. 

FIG. 3 shows a ?ow chart 50 of a prior art network 
?rewall protection scheme. First, a packet is received at the 
?rewall 52 from the network exterior 20. The ?rewall then 
conducts a handshake protocol 54 after receipt of the packet. 
The operations of network components are governed by 
protocols. A protocol is simply an established set of rules or 
standards that allow computers to connect with one another 
and exchange information and data with as little error as 
possible. Protocols may vary widely based different types of 
computer operating systems and on the different types of 
communications that are being transmitted. A handshake 
protocol governs a series of signals acknowledging that the 
transfer of data can take place between devices (“the hand 
shake”). During the handshake, various changes are made to 
the packet by the ?rewall. The address of the ?rewall is 
added to the address ?eld to show that the packet has left the 
?rewall. Also, the time-to-live ?eld is decremented by the 
?rewall. 

After completing the handshake 54, the packet is analyzed 
by the ?rewall to determine whether or not the data is 
acceptable to forward on to its destination in the network 56. 
The ?rewall analyzes the data through a technique called 
“pattern matching” that is well known in the art. Addition 
ally, other techniques such as “protocol analysis” could be 
used as well. If the packet is authorized, it is forwarded on 
to the network destination by the ?rewall 58. If the packet 
is unauthorized, it is denied access to the network 60 and a 
message such as “resource denied” or “resource restricted” 
is sent to the sender. The party who sent the data from the 
exterior network is able to monitor and detect the presence 
of the ?rewall after the handshake protocol 62 and after 
access has been denied 62 due to the changes in the packet 
at the handshake 62. Once a hacker is able to detect the 
presence of a ?rewall, attempts can be made penetrate it and 
gain access to the network. If a hacker gains knowledge of 
the presence of a ?rewall, probes can be made against it. 
Ultimately, the ?rewall may be breached or bypassed and 
unauthorized access to the network can be gained by the 
hacker. 

In addition to the contents of the data packet described in 
FIG. 2, a data packet will also contain an “ethernet frame 
?eld”. The ethemet frame ?eld is used by an ethernet card 
which is a piece of hardware within the ?rewall that man 
ages access to the network. FIG. 4 shows a schematic 70 of 
a prior art data packet with an ethernet frame ?eld. The 
contents of the data packet are similar to what was previ 
ously described in FIG. 2. The data packet includes three 
segments: a header 72; a body 74; and a trailer 76. The 
header 72 segment includes: a ?ag 78a; an address ?eld 80; 
and a control ?eld 82. The trailer 76 segment includes: a 
sequence check ?eld 84 and a ?ag 78b. Additionally, two 
segments of the ethemet frame ?eld 86a and 86b are 
included immediately in front of the ?rst ?ag 78a and 
immediately following the second ?ag 78b respectively. 
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The ethernet frame ?eld 86a and 86b is simply a protocol 
for processing the packet. Like the data packet, its contents 
are changed When it leaves the ?rewall. Speci?cally, the 
?reWall adds its speci?c media access controller (“MAC”) 
address to frame ?eld 86a and 86b. The MAC address is a 
layer of the ISO/OSI (International Organization for Stan 
dardization/ Open Systems Interconnection) reference 
model. The ISO/OSI model separates computer to computer 
communication into seven protocol layers. The ethemet card 
and the MAC are parts of one of the loWer layers of this 
model and they manage access to the physical netWork. 
One prior art solution is to make a ?reWall more dif?cult 

to detect (a “stealth ?reWall”). FIG. 5 shoWs a How chart 90 
of a prior art netWork stealth ?reWall protection scheme. As 
shoWn previously in FIG. 3, a packet is ?rst received at the 
?reWall 92 from the netWork exterior 20. HoWever, a stealth 
?reWall conducts a different type of handshake protocol 94. 
A stealth ?reWall does not decrement the time-to-live ?eld of 
the packet. Consequently, anyone monitoring the status of 
the packets in the netWork exterior 20 Will not be able to see 
the stealth ?reWall due to a change in the value of the 
time-to-live ?eld. After the stealth handshake 94, the stealth 
?reWall analyzes the packet 96 in a similar manner as 
previously described for reference number 56 in prior art 
FIG. 3. If the packet is authorized, it is forWarded on to the 
netWork destination by the ?reWall 98. If the packet is not 
authorized, it is denied access to the netWork 100. HoWever, 
the ?reWall does not respond to the sender With any type of 
message indicating a denial of access. Instead, the stealth 
?reWall simply drops the packet 102. The sender is pre 
vented from detecting the stealth ?reWall by ?nding any 
indication of its presence in a decremented time-to-live ?eld 
or a denial of access message. 

HoWever, a stealth ?reWall may still be detected by the 
changes it makes to the packet during its handshake protocol 
94. Speci?cally, a stealth ?reWall leaves its oWn MAC 
address in the packet as it conducts the stealth handshake 
protocol 94. Once the presence of the stealth ?reWall is 
detected through the MAC address, a hacker can then begin 
to probe the ?reWall and attempt to ?nd a Way around it to 
gain access to the netWork. In order to prevent attacks by 
hackers on a ?reWall, it is necessary to make the ?reWall 
undetectable to parties outside the netWork. 

SUMMARY OF INVENTION 

In some aspects, the invention relates to a method of 
remotely managing a ?reWall, comprising: receiving a con 
trol data packet at the ?reWall from a remote location; 
analyzing the control data packet to determine if the control 
data packet is authorized to access the ?reWall; and alloWing 
an authorized control data packet to control the ?reWall. 

In other aspects, the invention relates to a method of 
remotely managing a ?reWall, comprising: step for receiving 
control data at the ?reWall from a remote location; step for 
analyzing the control data to determine if the control data is 
authorized to access the ?reWall; and step for alloWing 
authorized control data to access the ?reWall. 

Other aspects and advantages of the invention Will be 
apparent from the folloWing description and the appended 
claims. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS 

It should be noted that identical features in different 
draWings are shoWn With the same reference numeral. 
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4 
FIG. 1 shoWs a schematic of a prior art netWork With a 

?reWall. 
FIG. 2 shoWs a schematic of a prior art data packet. 
FIG. 3 shoWs a How chart of a prior art netWork ?reWall 

protection scheme. 
FIG. 4 shoWs a schematic of a prior art data packet With 

an Ethernet frame. 
FIG. 5 shoWs a How chart of a prior art netWork stealth 

?reWall protection scheme. 
FIG. 6 shoWs a How chart of one embodiment of netWork 

?reWall protection in accordance With the present invention. 
FIG. 7 shoWs a How chart of an alternative embodiment 

of netWork ?reWall protection in accordance With the present 
invention. 

FIG. 8 shoWs a ?reWall netWork With an external con 
troller in accordance With one embodiment of the present 
invention. 

FIG. 9 shoWs a How chart of one embodiment of external 
netWork control of a ?reWall in accordance With the present 
invention. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

An undetectable ?reWall for netWork protection has been 
developed. FIG. 6 shoWs a How chart 110 of one embodi 
ment of netWork ?reWall protection in accordance With the 
present invention. First, a packet is received at the ?reWall 
112 from the netWork exterior 20. The embodiment of the 
present invention conducts a “passive copying” 114 of the 
packet. After the packet is passively copied 114, the ?reWall 
analyzes the packet to determine Whether or not it is accept 
able to forWard on to its destination in the netWork 116. The 
?reWall analyzes the packet by the pattern matching tech 
nique, protocol analysis, or any other suitable technique that 
is knoWn in the art. If the packet is acceptable, it is passed 
on through to the netWork 118. If the packet is not accept 
able, access to the netWork is denied 120 and the packet is 
dropped 122 With no denial of access message being sent to 
the source of the packet. As a result, there is no detectable 
response to the sender of denied access from the ?reWall. 
The passive copying 114 by the ?reWall of the packet is 

a loW level operation that does not change the contents of the 
packet. No address exists for the ?reWall. Consequently, no 
address from the ?reWall is added to the packet, including 
the MAC address. Instead, the ?reWall alloWs the ethemet 
frame ?eld along With the source address and other infor 
mation of the packet to stay the same as When it Was received 
by the ?reWall. The copied ethernet frame ?eld is then used 
to transport the data packet. Additionally, the time-to-live 
?eld is not decremented by the ?reWall because the protocol 
of the operating system that requires decrementing is 
ignored. The entire contents of the packet, including the 
header With its address and control ?elds are exactly the 
same as When the packet Was received by the ?reWall. 
Consequently, any party outside the netWork Will not be able 
to detect the presence of the ?reWall by examining the 
contents of the packet or the ethernet frame ?eld. 

FIG. 7 shoWs a How chart 130 of an alternative embodi 
ment of netWork ?reWall protection in accordance With the 
present invention. As in FIG. 6, a packet is received at the 
?reWall 132 from the netWork exterior 20. The embodiment 
of the present invention conducts a “passive copying” 134 of 
the packet. This passive copying is the essentially the same 
as described previously for FIG. 6. After the packet is 
passively copied 134, the ?reWall analyzes the packet to 
determine Whether or not it is acceptable to forWard on to its 
destination in the netWork 136. The ?reWall analyzes the 
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packet by the pattern matching technique, protocol analysis, 
or any other suitable technique that is knoWn in the art. If the 
packet is acceptable, it is passed on through to the netWork 
138. If the packet is not acceptable, access to the netWork is 
denied 140 and the packet is dropped 142 With no denial of 
access message being sent to the source of the packet. As a 
result, there is no detectable response to the sender of a 
denied from the ?reWall. Additionally, after the denial of 
access 140 and dropping the packet 142, the attempted 
intrusion into the netWork is logged 144. In alternative 
embodiments, the logging could be done before or simulta 
neous to dropping the packet 142. 

The logging of the attempted access offers several pos 
sible actions available to netWork administrators. The logs of 
attempts of unauthorized access could be forWarded on to 
the authorities for further investigation. Also, if the packets 
are part of a “denial of service” attack, the data could be 
routed back to the attacker. Typically, a denial of service 
attack involves a multitude of requests to the netWork in 
such volume that it effectively shuts the netWork doWn. 

In alternative embodiments, the ?reWall could be located 
in front of various segments of the netWork instead of only 
at the connection to the netWork exterior. This Would pro 
vide protection not just from the netWork exterior, but also 
from other parts of the netWork. It also provides backup 
security should another ?reWall fail. The ?reWall could also 
be used to protect other netWork components such as routers 
and sWitches as Well as the end users themselves. 

In addition to protecting against unauthorized intrusion, 
the present invention may also be used to remotely control 
and mange the ?rewall. FIG. 8 shoWs a ?rewall netWork 
With an external controller 150 in accordance With one 
embodiment of the present invention. The netWork 150 is 
similar to the prior art netWork previously described in FIG. 
1. The netWork 150 includes a series of users 152a-152d that 
are linked and controlled through a server 154. The device 
could also be a router or a sWitch for the netWork. A ?reWall 
156 is installed betWeen the server 154 and the netWork 
exterior 20. The server 154, the ?reWall 156, and the exterior 
20 are interconnected through a single line 158. The single 
line 158 prevents outsiders from accessing the netWork 
except through the ?reWall 156. In addition, an external 
controller 160 is shoWn in the netWork exterior 20. The 
controller 160 is used to remotely manage the ?reWall by a 
user such as a system administrator. 

The controller 160 contacts the ?reWall 156 through the 
data line from the netWork exterior. The controller uses a 
technique knoWn as “spoo?ng” to establish contact With the 
controller 160. Spoo?ng involves sending a transmission 
that appears to be coming from another source in order to 
hide the identity of the sender. Typically, this is done by 
embedding the address of the phony source in the data 
packet. In this embodiment of the invention, the controller 
160 sends a command packet that is intended for the ?reWall 
156 to some address destination behind the ?reWall. Inside 
the command packet is a passWord as Well as command 
instructions to control the ?reWall 156. While a passWord is 
used in this embodiment, other embodiments could use other 
types of identi?cation that are knoWn in the art. Additionally, 
both the source address and the MAC address of the external 
controller 160 are spoofed to appear that they are coming 
from another source besides the external controller 160. 
Once the command packet is received at the ?reWall 156, the 
?reWall conducts its passive copying of the packet and it 
searches for the passWord. If the passWord is found, the 
command packet is alloWed to access the ?reWall 156. After 
access is alloWed, the command data packet from the 
controller 160 is dropped Without a trace. 
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6 
FIG. 9 shoWs a How chart 170 of one embodiment of 

external netWork control of a ?reWall in accordance With the 
present invention. As in FIGS. 6 and 7, a packet is received 
at the ?reWall 172 from the netWork exterior 20. The 
embodiment of the present invention conducts passive copy 
ing 174 of the packet. This passive copying is the essentially 
the same as described previously for FIGS. 6 and 7. After the 
packet is passively copied 174, the ?reWall analyzes the 
packet to determine Whether or not it is acceptable to 
forWard on to its destination in the netWork 176. The ?reWall 
analyzes the packet by the pattern matching technique, 
protocol analysis, or any other suitable technique that is 
knoWn in the art. If the packet is not acceptable, access to the 
netWork is denied 178 and the packet is dropped 180 With no 
denial of access message being sent to the source of the 
packet. As a result, there is no detectable response to the 
sender of denied access from the ?reWall. In other embodi 
ments, after the denial of access 178 and dropping the packet 
180, the attempted intrusion into the netWork could be 
logged as previously described in FIG. 7. In alternative 
embodiments, the logging could be done before or simulta 
neous to dropping the packet 180. 

If the packet is authorized to access the netWork, it is 
examined for a pas sWord that indicates it is from the external 
controller 182. If no passWord is found, the packet is sent on 
to its netWork destination 184. If the passWord is found, the 
packet is alloWed to access the ?reWall 186 and its command 
instructions are implemented. Finally, the packet is dropped 
by the ?reWall 188. In alternative embodiments, the packet 
could be examined for the passWord of the external control 
ler 182 either before or simultaneously With the analysis of 
the data for proper authorization 176 to access the netWork. 

This technique of managing a ?reWall provides security 
for several reasons. First, the ?reWall leaves no trace of its 
presence in the command packet by passively copying its 
contents. Also, the external controller leaves no trace of its 
origin by spoo?ng its address. Additionally, the command 
packet hides its true destination because it appears to be 
addressed to a destination behind the ?reWall. Finally, after 
the command packet accesses the ?reWall and its command 
instructions are received, it is dropped Without a trace. 
Consequently, the ?reWall and its control mechanisms are 
hidden from any unauthorized parties Who may be monitor 
ing or intercepting netWork traf?c. 

In alternative embodiments, the present invention is an 
intelligent ?reWall that can add information to the packet 
before continuing operation. The addition of information or 
“tagging of data” can be used in analysis of the packet. If 
analysis shoWs an attempt at unauthorized access, the ?re 
Wall may report the access attempt and take countermea 
sures. An advantage of this embodiment is that the ?reWall 
may inspect, deny/drop access, or alloW access Without 
using a netWork protocol stack. A protocol stack is a set of 
protocols that Work together on different levels to enable 
communication on a netWork. Denial of access may include 
“active denial” by sending a denial of access message to the 
originator or “passive denial” by just dropping communica 
tion With the originator. 

In this embodiment, the ?reWall does not have a TCP/IP 
(Transmission Control Protocol/Intemet Protocol) address 
on any of its connected netWorks so it does not publish or 
respond to any communication attempts. LikeWise, the ?re 
Wall may or may not use a MAC address on any netWork and 
similarly does not publish or respond to any communication 
attempts. This is true for embodiments With the internal or 
external management interface. HoWever in some cases, the 
?reWall may have an additional netWork card added that has 
a usable TCP/IP address and MAC address for the ?reWall. 
This netWork card could be on an isolated or “out of band” 
netWork. 
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In other embodiments, the ?rewall could have an actual 
address (TCP/IP, MAC, ethernet, etc.) but does not use that 
address When receiving, analyzing, and handling data pack 
ets. In still other embodiments, the ?reWall may operate in 
an omni-direction manner. This means that the data packets 
could originate from Within the netWork and have a ?nal 
destination either Within or external to the netWork. In 
operating in the omni-directional mode, the ?reWall may 
process and dispose of data packets moving in all directions 
not just being sent from an external source to a destination 
Within the netWork. 

The ?reWall modi?es the packet by adding and/or chang 
ing information to the header, trailer, and/ or trailer Without 
violating any netWork communications standards or proto 
cols. This information is de?ned as “state information”. 
State information may be used for authentication as Well as 
other functions. The added/changed state information may 
include: the originating IP address; the OS type and version; 
compression ?ags; WindoW size ?ags; ports; state session 
information; etc. This “intelligent” information that is added 
to one or more segments of the packet alloWs for routing and 
security analysis by the system. 
One example of such a security technique involves using 

the IP address of the originating source as an authentication 
tool in a three Way handshake protocol. The three Way 
handshake is a communication protocol knoWn in the art that 
uses an initial SYN message from the originating source, a 
SYN/ACK reply from the ?reWall, and ?nally an ACK 
message that gains access to the netWork. The SYN/ACK 
message includes data that may be used to authenticate the 
originating source in the ACK reply message in order to gain 
access to the netWork. In the present security technique, the 
IP address of the origination source Would be used to create 
a sequencing ?eld used in the SYN/ACK message. The 
sequencing ?eld may be created by using the IP address of 
the originating source, other data ?elds from the packet 
header, and a unique number such as a time stamp. Once the 
ACK message Was received by the ?reWall, the incremented 
sequencing ?eld could be compared to the original source 
address of the incoming ACK message to con?rm the IP 
address of the before alloWing access to the netWork. 

For example, upon receipt of an access request as a SYN 
message from an originating source, the ?reWall Will pretend 
to be the target destination. It Will respond With a SYN/ACK 
message With the sequence ?eld randomized, but containing 
the requesters IP address. Upon receipt of a valid ACK 
message from the requester, the ?reWall Will re-create the 
original SYN message by stripping out the tagged informa 
tion that authenticates the request and send it onto the target 
destination. 

The ?reWall may provide an additional netWork security 
measure by randomizing and/ or encrypting other ?elds in its 
packets. For example, communications ports used to request 
access to the netWork often use a standard port number or 
location. That location of the communication port may be 
encrypted or randomized With other methods to disguise its 
true location. In some embodiments that utilize TCP/IP 
protocols, tWo or more ?elds of the data packet may be 
randomized or encrypted. In non-TCP/IP protocols, one or 
more ?elds may be randomized or encrypted. 

NetWork protocols typically require a minimum size for a 
data packet (e.g., an ethernet data packet is 64 bytes). If a 
data packet that is being transmitted is smaller than the 
minimum size, data from a prior transmission may be used 
to ?ll the packet. This is called “padded” data. In other 
embodiments, padded data may just be non required ?elds in 
certain protocols Where old or uninitialized data is used. The 
?reWall, While analyzing and handling the packet, may 
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8 
replace the padded data to prevent the information from 
being seen by unauthorized parties. 

Additional security measures include using a special code 
or “secret handshake” used by the external controller and the 
?reWall. The code is created by hashing a passWord into a 
sequence of closed port attempts to create a unique and 
highly secure passWord. Hashing is a technique used to 
convert an identi?er or key, meaningful to a user, into a 
value for the location or the corresponding data in a struc 
ture, such as a data table. 

The present embodiment may also include tools for 
system analysis. The pattern of netWork usage of each 
computer is stored by the system. The information for such 
usage may be obtained from the information tagged to the 
data packets. The netWork usage may be monitored in real 
time. If a signi?cant variance in usage is detected, an 
individual machine may be shut doWn either automatically 
or by a system administrator. For example if the doWnload 
ing of unauthorized MP3 music ?les from a point-to-point 
program is detected, the offending machine may be disabled. 
Once an attempt at unauthorized access is detected, the 

?reWall may take countermeasures against the originating 
computer. Such countermeasures may include: disguising 
the OS (operating system) used by the target in the netWork; 
adjusting WindoW sizes to sloW doWn the attacker; or using 
the originating computers address as a target from the 
“spoofed” or “zombie” computer instead of the user in the 
netWork. These countermeasures may be taken instead of or 
in addition to simply logging information about the access 
attempt by an unauthorized party. 

While the invention has been described With respect to a 
limited number of embodiments, those skilled in the art, 
having bene?t of this disclosure, Will appreciate that other 
embodiments can be devised Which do not depart from the 
scope of the invention as disclosed here. Accordingly, the 
scope of the invention should be limited only by the attached 
claims. 
What is claimed is: 
1. Amethod of remotely managing a ?reWall, comprising: 
receiving a control data packet at the ?reWall from an 

external controller for the ?reWall; 
analyzing the control data packet for a passWord that is 

created by a hashing sequence of closed port attempts 
to determine if the control data packet is authorized to 
access the ?reWall; and 

alloWing an authorized control data packet to control the 
?reWall. 

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising: 
dropping the authorized control data packet. 
3. The method of claim 1, Where the control data packet 

contains a false origination address. 
4. The method of claim 1, Where the control data packet 

contains a destination address that is protected by the 
?reWall. 

5. Amethod of remotely managing a ?reWall, comprising: 
step for receiving control data at the ?reWall from an 

external controller for the ?reWall; 
step for analyzing the control data for a passWord that is 

created by a hashing sequence of closed port attempts 
to determine if the control data is authorized to access 
the ?reWall; and 

step for alloWing authorized control data to access the 
?reWall. 

6. The method of claim 5, further comprising: 
step for dropping die authorized control data. 

* * * * * 


